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The Senate resumed consideration of

the bill.
Pending:
Dorgan amendment No. 3667, to express the

sense of the Senate that a balanced budget
constitutional amendment should protect
the Social Security system by excluding the
receipts and outlays of the Social Security
trust funds from the budget.

Simpson amendment No. 3669, to prohibit
foreign students on F–1 visas from obtaining
free public elementary or secondary edu-
cation.

Simpson amendment No. 3670, to establish
a pilot program to collect information relat-
ing to nonimmigrant foreign students.

Simpson amendment No. 3671, to create
new ground of exclusion and of deportation
for falsely claiming U.S. citizenship.

Simpson amendment No. 3672 (to amend-
ment No. 3667), in the nature of a substitute.

Several Senators addressed the
Chair.

Mr. DORGAN. Parliamentary in-
quiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota will state his
inquiry, and then it is the Chair’s in-
tention to recognize the Senator
from——

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, the par-
liamentary inquiry is this. When I of-
fered an objection to the unanimous-
consent request, the unanimous-con-
sent request was then not agreed to. At
that moment I said, ‘‘Mr. President,’’
and the Chair recognized the Senator
from North Dakota.

I do not quite understand that the
right of recognition on the floor of the
Senate has changed because I read the
rule book about the right of recogni-
tion. After I was recognized, the Sen-
ator from Wyoming then asked a series
of questions of the Chair, from whom
he got a sympathetic answer, which
does not comport with the rules of Sen-
ate.

I would like to understand the cir-
cumstances which existed when the
Chair recognized me after I objected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator knows that the stating of a par-
liamentary inquiry does not gain the
floor. The Senator from Wyoming has
the floor. The floor was placed under
the regular order, which the Senator
from North Dakota had called for.
Under the previous order, the Senate
resumed consideration of S. 1664, which
is the pending business. The Chair
asked the clerk to report. The Senator
from Wyoming has the floor.

Mr. DORGAN. Parliamentary in-
quiry. This Senator begs to differ with
the President. The circumstances of
the Senate were this: The Senator from
Wyoming propounded a unanimous-
consent request. The Chair asked if
there was an objection. The Senator
from North Dakota objected. At that
point, the Senator from North Dakota
addressed the President, ‘‘Mr. Presi-
dent.’’ The President of the Senate rec-
ognized the Senator from North Da-
kota. At that point I was recognized
and had the floor of the Senate.

I do not understand the ruling or the
interpretation of the Chair that leads
to a different result. I would very much
like to try to understand that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota is correct to
this extent: The pending business is S.
1664. The chairman of the Immigration
Subcommittee, Senator SIMPSON, has
the right to be recognized under that
pending business. The Chair has recog-
nized the Senator.

Mr. DORGAN. Parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. President, may I
just ask my friend from North Dakota?
I think the Chair could easily have de-
termined that in recognizing the Sen-
ator from North Dakota, it was for the
point of parliamentary inquiry. That
was all that the Senator from North
Dakota was seeking. If he was recog-
nized, which he was, then certainly it
was on the point of a parliamentary in-
quiry. I think that is perhaps the con-
fusion.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, par-
liamentary inquiry: The right of——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair, the President, will state again
to the Senator from North Dakota that
no one has the right to the floor when
the President is asking the clerk to
read the bill, which is the regular
order. At that point in time, the Sen-
ator from Wyoming has the right to be
recognized, and the Chair has recog-
nized him.

So the Senator from Wyoming is rec-
ognized.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, par-
liamentary inquiry. Did the Senator
from Wyoming seek the floor when I
made the objection to the unanimous-
consent request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No.
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, after

the unanimous-consent request was
made and I objected, for what purpose
did the Presiding Officer recognize the
Senator from North Dakota? The tran-
script will show that the President rec-
ognized the Senator from North Da-
kota at that point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Pre-
siding Officer recognized the Senator
from North Dakota for the purpose of
inquiring what the nature of the par-
liamentary inquiry was and recognized
the Senator from Wyoming and the
manager of the bill, which is the pend-
ing business. It automatically became
the pending business.

Mr. DORGAN. Further parliamentary
inquiry. I think a mistake has been
made here. I think I could easily under-
stand what the mistake is if we had the
transcript read back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming is recognized.

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. President, I hope
that all of us understand what the situ-
ation is—I do anyway—and that is that
the Senator from North Dakota feels
very strongly about an issue which he
proposed yesterday that had to do with
a balanced budget amendment and So-
cial Security and offsets and that type
of thing, a rather consistent theme by
the Senator from North Dakota that he
talked about. There is also a proposal—
I am not leadership. I am not rep-

resenting leadership. What we are try-
ing to do is go forward with an immi-
gration bill. There will be many extra-
neous amendments on this bill, I feel
quite certain. All I am trying to do is
to get to the hour of 2:15, after which
time the Senator from North Dakota
may do anything that he desires to do
with regard to the issue.

At this time I yield the floor for pur-
poses of an opening statement by Sen-
ator BRYAN of Nevada.

Mr. DORGAN. I object, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Mr. BRYAN. I thank the Chair.
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ob-

ject.
Mr. SIMPSON. There is not anything

to object to.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the

Senator from Wyoming propound a——
Mr. SIMPSON. No; I did not propose

a unanimous-consent request. I simply
yielded the floor to the Senator from
Nevada.

Several Senators addressed the
Chair.

Mr. DORGAN. Parliamentary in-
quiry. That is not the way the Senate
operates.

Mr. KENNEDY. The rules of the Sen-
ate require one can only yield for pur-
poses of a question. That has been the
rule for 200 years.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts is correct.

Mr. DOLE addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The dis-

tinguished majority leader.
f

RECESS

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I move we
stand in recess until 2:15.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to standing in recess until
2:15?

Without objection, it is so ordered.
The motion was agreed to, and, at

11:21 a.m., the Senate recessed until
2:15 p.m.; whereupon, the Senate reas-
sembled when called to order by the
Presiding Officer [Mr. COATS].
f

WHITEWATER DEVELOPMENT
CORP. AND RELATED MATTERS—
MOTION TO PROCEED

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 2:15 p.m.
having arrived, under rule XXII, the
clerk will report the motion to invoke
cloture on the motion to proceed to
Senate Resolution 227.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of Rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to S. Res. 227, regarding the
Whitewater extension.

Alfonse D’Amato, Dan Coats, Phil
Gramm, Bob Smith, Mike DeWine, Bill
Roth, Bill Cohen, Jim Jeffords, R.F.
Bennett, John Warner, Larry Pressler,
Spencer Abraham, Conrad Burns, Al
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